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1 . This action is responsive to the amendment and remarks filed on March 27, 2006. 

2. Claims 1-16 are presented for examination. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. code not included in this office action can be 
found in a prior office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC 102 

4. Claims 9-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Zombek et al, 
U.S. Patent 6,704,768 (hereinafter Zombek). 

5. Zombek was cited in the last office action. 

6. As per claim 9, Zombek taught the invention as claimed comprising: 
associating an identifier with an entity that has been authenticated by said message 
routing network, wherein said identifier is to be associated with an entity account upon 
authentication of said entity with a first service that supports said entity account (col. 20, 
lines 35-51; col. 21, lines 32-53; col. 22, lines 23-29); 

receiving, from a second service, a message including said identifier, said message being 
directed to a mapped service (e.g. MR) (col. 20, lines 47-52; col. 21, lines 6-13), wherein 
said mapped service is an entity account-specific representation of said first service (col. 
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21, lines 39-53) (i.e. MR represents the service type of the BES or server application) and 
acts as a proxy for said first service (i.e. MR acts as proxy between the BES network and 
the client network) (fig. lc; col. 22, lines 50-65); and 

translating, by said message routing network, said message for delivery to said first 
service (col. 32, lines 46-50), wherein said translated message includes said identifier 
(col. 20, lines 47-52) and is directed from said mapped service to said first service (col. 
21, lines 32-53; col. 22, lines 22-29). 

7. As per claim 10, Zombek taught the invention as claimed comprising: 

a message routing network that enables routing of a message between a first service and a 
second service, said message being associated with an account being supported by said 
second service, wherein said message routing network is operative to effect a virtual 
service (i.e. MR provides mapping of message between the BES and the client 
application) through which said first service and said second service communicate, 
wherein implementation of said virtual service is supported by a mapping that associates 
said virtual service with said account (col. 22, lines 51-61) (i.e. MR acts as a proxy for 
mapping client application message with account information (e.g. server ID and service 
type) of the registered server). 

8. As per claim 1 1, Zombek taught the invention as claimed in claim 10 above. Zombek 
further taught wherein said message includes an identifier that is associated with said account 
(col. 20, lines 47-52; col. 21, lines 6-13). 
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9. As per claims 12 and 14, Zombek taught the invention as claimed in claim 10 above. 
Zombek further taught wherein mapping is stored by said message routing network, and said 
mapping is stored by said second service (col 22, lines 26-29, 51-59). 

10. As per claim 13, Zombek taught the invention as claimed in claim 12 above. Zombek 
further taught wherein said message routing network adds an identifier of said account to a 
message being delivered to said second service (col. 15, lines 26-33). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC 103 

1 1 . Claim 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zombek and 
Shiozawa, U.S. Patent Application Publication 20010005358 (hereinafter Shiozawa) in view of 
Official Notice. 

12. As per claim 1, Zombek taught the invention substantially as claimed for routing an 
application-level message (col. 4, lines 36-39) between services in a message routing network, 
said application-level message including a header (col. 22, lines 52-54) and one or more of a 
body (col. 48, lines 40-41) comprising: 

associating an identifier with an entity that has been authenticated by said message 
routing network, wherein said identifier is to be associated with an entity account upon 
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authentication of said entity with a first service that supports said entity account (col. 20, 
lines 35-51; col. 21, lines 32-53; col. 22, lines 23-29); 

receiving, from a second service, a message including said identifier, said message being 
directed to a mapped service (e.g. MR) (col. 20, lines 47-52; col. 21, lines 6-13), wherein 
said mapped service is an entity account-specific representation of said first service (col. 
21, lines 39-53) (i.e. MR represents the service type of the BES or server application) and 
acts as a proxy for said first service (i.e. MR acts as proxy between the BES network and 
the client network) (fig. lc; col. 22, lines 50-65); and 

translating, by said message routing network, said message for delivery to said first 
service (col. 32, lines 46-50), wherein said translated message includes said identifier 
(col. 20, lines 47-52) and is directed from said mapped service to said first service (col. 
21, lines 32-53; col. 22, lines 22-29). 

13. Zombek did not teach determine whether a route for a message needs to be modified. 
Shiozawa taught a mapped service is operable to determine whether a route for a message needs 
to be modified prior to delivering the message to a destination (page 5, paragraphs 73-76); and 
when the mapped service determines that said route for the message does not need to be 
modified, the message is delivered to the destination (page 5, paragraphs 72 and 73). 

14. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Zombek and Shiozawa because Shiozawa' s teaching of 
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determining whether a route for a message needs to be modified would increase the reliability of 
Zombek's system by allowing restoration of data transmission in case of fault occurrence 
without undesired reduction in efficiency on the use of network bandwidth (page 1, paragraphs 1 
and 9). 

15. Zombek and Shiozawa did not teach an attachment. "Official Notice" is taken for the 
concept of message with attachment if known and accepted in the art (e.g. email with 
attachment). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include attachment because by doing so it would efficiency of their 
systems by allowing a file to be sent with a message instead of individually sending the message 
and the file. 

16. As per claim 2, Zombek and Shiozawa taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 1 above. Zombek further taught wherein said identifier is a message routing network ED 
(col. 22, lines 26-29). 

17. As per claim 3, Zombek and Shiozawa taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 2 above. Zombek further taught wherein said identifier is a message routing network ED 
for said mapped service (col. 22, lines 26-29). 

18. As per claim 4, Zombek and Shiozawa taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 1 above. Zombek further taught comprising the step of associating said identifier with an 
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entity account upon authentication of said entity with said first service (col. 14, lines 66-col. 15, 
lines 1). 

19. As per claim 5, Zombek and Shiozawa taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 1 above. Zombek further taught wherein said translating comprises adding an identifier of 
said entity account to said message (col. 15, lines 26-33). 

20. As per claim 6, Zombek and Shiozawa taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 1 above. Zombek further taught wherein upon receipt of said translated message, said first 
service associates said identifier with said entity account based on a mapping internal to said first 
service (col. 22, lines 26-29, 51-59). 

21. As per claim 7, Zombek and Shiozawa taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 1 above. Zombek further taught comprising receiving a second message from said first 
service, said second message being directed to said mapped service (col. 24, lines 49-56). 

22. As per claim 8, Zombek and Shiozawa taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 7 above. Zombek further taught comprising translating said second message for delivery 
to said second service (col. 32, lines 66-col. 33, lines 2). 
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23. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Giroux et al U.S. 
Patent Application Publication 2004/0243574 (hereinafter Giroux) in view of Bantz et al, U.S. 
Patent 6,925,488 (hereinafter Bantz). 

24. Giroux and Bankz were cited in the last office action. 

25. As per claim 15, Giroux taught the invention substantially as claimed comprising: 
providing a proxy service ((e.g., ASP server, 160, fig. 3) for messages transferred 

between a first application service provider (110, fig. 3) and a second application service 
provider (120, fig. 3) in a message routing network (page 3, paragraph 53) (i.e., ASP server 160 
providing a proxy service for transferring data from ASP server 1 10 to ASP server 120), said 
first application service provider and said second application service provider providing 
application services for an enterprise (page 1, paragraph 6), said proxy service being provided by 
the message routing network (fig. 3) and enabling said first application service provider to send 
information on behalf of said enterprise to said second application service provider (page 4, 
paragraph 65) (i.e., requesting data from ASP server 1 10 on behalf of the user and sending the 
requested data to ASP server 120). 

26. Giroux did not specifically teach sending information without having knowledge of the 
sender and the receiver. Bantz taught a proxy service enabling a first server to send information 
on behalf of said enterprise to a second server without said first server and said second server 
having knowledge of each other (col. 6, line 56-col. 7, line 25). 
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27. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Giroux and Bantz because Bantz's method of sending 
message without sender and receiver having knowledge of each other would increase the 
efficiency of Giroux' s system by allowing message to be sent to recipients without burdening a 
the message sender with the identification of all of the recipients (col. 5, lines 25-3 1). 

28. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Giroux and Bantz 
in view of Zombek. 

29. As per claim 16, Giroux and Bantz taught the invention substantially as claimed as in 
claim 15 above. Giroux and Bantz did not teach adding an account identifier to a message. 
Zombek taught wherein said proxy service adds an account identifier to a message that is 
transmitted to said second application service provider (col. 15, lines 26-33). 

30. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Giroux, Bantz and Zombek because Zombek' s teaching of 
adding an account identifier to a message would increase the efficiency's of Giroux' s and 
Bantz's systems by allowing a recipient to quickly identify the sender of the message. 
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3 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Ichinohe et al, U.S. Patent 6,148,41 1, disclosed a method of determining whether a route 
needs to be modified. 

Callon, U.S. Patent 7,035,202, disclosed a method of determining whether a route needs 
to be modified. 

32. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8, filed 3/27/06 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection and applicant's arguments with respect to 
claims 15 and 16, filed 3/27/06 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

33 . In the remarks, applicant argued that: 

(1) the message router of Zombek does not function as a proxy through which 
two services communicate as required by claim 10. 

(2) ASP server of Giroux cannot be considered to be equivalent to the proxy 
service of claim 15. 

(3) it makes little sense to combine Giroux and Bantz. 

34. In response to point (1), Zombek taught a message router (MR) receiving a message and 
redirect the message to a Back End Server (BES) (col. 22, lines 50-68). The MR certainly can be 
consider as a proxy through with client application and server application communicate by 
sending message. 
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35. In response to point (2), applicant states in page 8, paragraph 5 that proxy service or 
proxy server is defined as a service that allows clients to make indirect network connections to 
other network services. A client connects to the proxy service, then requests a connection, file or 
other resource available on a different server. The proxy service provides the resource either by 
connecting to the specified server, or by serving the resource from a cache. It is noted that a 
"proxy service" does not necessarily be functioning or be implemented on a proxy server, hence 
does not inherent all the functionalities of a well known proxy server. Giroux taught the proxy 
service with the function of messages transferred between a first application service provider and 
a second application service provider in a message routing network, said proxy service being 
provided by the message routing network and enabling said first application service provider to 
send information of behalf of said enterprise to said second application service provider (see 
rejection of claim 15 above) substantially as claimed in claim 15. 

36, In response to point (3), applicant alleges that Bankz teaching of transferring without first 
application provider and said second application service provider having knowledge of each 
other would be difficult to accomplish with Giroux teaching. Applicant states that Giroux is to 
transfer data at the request of the user, it would be difficult to accomplish without the user having 
knowledge of the destination (page 9, paragraph 1 of remark). Examiner disagree. A user in 
Giroux' s teaching can request transfer of data, wherein the transfer of data is based on the 
message categories according to Bantz' s teaching without the user having knowledge of the 
destination (col. 6, line 56-col. 7, line 25). 
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37. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). A 
shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. Any inquiry 
concerning this communication or earlier communications form the examiner should be directed 
to Philip Lee whose telephone number is (571) 272-3967. Any inquiry of a general nature or 
relating to the status of this application should be directed to the Group receptionist whose 



Philip Lee 



telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 




